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ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHooD) (during the vote). Members
are advised there are 2 minutes remain-
ing in this vote.

O 1802
Messrs. JACKSON of Illinois, OBEY,
WYNN and RUPPERSBERGER
changed their vote from ‘‘yea” to
“nay.”

So the bill was passed.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———
O 1800

HOUR OF MEETING ON THURSDAY,
MARCH 4, 2004

Mr. TOM DAVIS of Virginia. Mr.
Speaker, | ask unanimous consent that
when the House adjourns today, it ad-
journ to meet at 11:30 a.m. tomorrow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
LAHoOD). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Virginia?

There was no objection.

————

SAVE THE HUBBLE

(Mr. MCDERMOTT asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. McDERMOTT. Mr. Speaker, 2
years ago today the Columbia Space
Shuttle, in what turned out to be its
last full mission, serviced the Hubble
Space Telescope.

Those astronauts knew and children
across America know that Hubble is a
national treasure. Hubble offers a dra-
matic view into the cosmos, and it has
yielded profound scientific discoveries.
Yet for all of Hubble’s national acclaim
and the inspiration it has given us,
NASA has given Hubble a death sen-
tence. It is up to us to commute that
sentence.

That is why | have joined with a bi-
partisan group calling for NASA to
convene the best and the brightest
minds to reevaluate their decision and
look at every reasonable alternative.
In the meantime, keep the Hubble
going.

In my view, Hubble is one of the best
scientific investments we have ever
made. Hubble is certainly the best re-
cruiter we have today to inspire our
children to excel in science and reach
for the stars.

——

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEARCE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. BURTON) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
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hereafter in the Extensions of Re-

marks.)

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

——

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. McCOTTER)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. McCOTTER addressed the
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

———
OUR ECONOMIC POLICY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker,
the President last week delivered the
Central American Free Trade Agree-
ment to this Congress as part of his
economic plan to grow the economy.
What we have seen from the Presi-
dent’s economic plan, which consists of
two basic solutions, are two things.
One is tax cuts for the wealthiest peo-
ple of our society, the 1 percent
wealthiest, the people who need it
least, hoping it will trickle down and
create jobs. The other part of this pro-
gram is to push through this Congress
more NAFTAs, the Central American
Free Trade Agreement, the Free Trade
Area of the Americas, trade agree-
ments which have no labor and envi-
ronmental standards, trade agreements
which hemorrhage jobs, which ship jobs
overseas.

We have seen that kind of economic
policy, except we have seen it not
work. We have seen in this administra-
tion a loss of almost 3 million jobs. In
my State of Ohio, we have lost one out
of every six manufacturing jobs. Hun-
dreds of thousand of Ohioans have lost
their jobs. We have seen no manufac-
turing jobs created. In fact, since
President Bush took office, we have
lost manufacturing jobs not just in
Ohio but across the country every sin-
gle month of the Bush administration.

Now, just recently the President put
out his economic report. This Eco-
nomic Report of the President is put
out every year. As my colleagues can
see here, the President signed it on
page 4, and this economic report makes
a lot of promises. As one of his earlier
economic reports had made, the Presi-
dent in 2002 promised an increase of 3.4
million jobs. We have actually seen a
loss of 1.7 million jobs since then. In
this report, he makes another promise
of 2.6 million jobs created just this
year alone. Already the President’s
people are backing off that promise.

But you might be interested, and
there are some things in this report
that the President and his people, his
Chief Economic Adviser, have sort of
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bragged about. One of the things that
the President’s Economic Adviser said
when he said, ““When a good or service
is produced more cheaply abroad, it
makes more sense to import it than to
provide it domestically,”” and then the
Chief Economic Adviser to the Presi-
dent said, That is a good thing. If it is
made somewhere else cheaper, then
good economics says we ought to ship
those jobs overseas and make them
more cheaply overseas and make them
there and displace the jobs in the
United States.

That is not good economic policy. It
is not good trade policy. It particularly
is not good policy for our people. Yes,
we want to do trade. Yes, we want that
train to move out of the station ad-
vancing trade, but we want to do the
trade, we want fair trade, not free
trade. This administration, unfortu-
nately, is committed to free trade.

In the meantime, the President’s
Council on Economic Advisers has said
in this report, also on page 103, In the
long run, a large part of the burden of
taxes is likely to be shifted to workers
through a reduction in wages. In other
words, the President’s policy of tax
cuts for the wealthy, hoping that it
trickles down and provides something
for everybody else, and these trade
agreements with no labor and environ-
mental standards, these trade agree-
ments that ship jobs overseas, in the
meantime, the President’s people say
what is going to happen is a large part
of the burden of taxes is likely to be
shifted to workers through a reduction
in wages.

That is why even people that have
kept their jobs, as most people have
during this Bush recession, even then
those people’s wages have been stag-
nant or in some cases have gone down.
That is because the President’s people
say that we are going to see tax cuts
for the wealthy, and we are going to
see loss of wages for workers and for
the middle class.

The President’s Chief Economic Ad-
viser goes on to say, Analyses that fail
to recognize this shift can be mis-
leading, suggesting that higher income
groups bear an unrealistically large
share of the long run burden. In other
words, when the President’s people say,
well, we have to give a tax cut to the
richest people in our society because
they are paying the most taxes, the
President’s own Economic Adviser said
that is not the case.

What is happening in our economy,
you may applaud that, is these tax cuts
shift the burden. As we cut taxes on
the wealthy, it shifts the burden to the
middle class in the form of lower
wages, and we can also see that, Mr.
Speaker, with what Alan Greenspan
said last week.

He came to this Congress and said |
support continuing the tax cuts for the
wealthiest Americans, and then he
said, but because of that, we have a
budget shortfall and we have to cut So-
cial Security. So the President of the
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